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S135272 PEOPLE v. DWORAK
(DOUGLAS EDWARD)

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, counsel Diane Nichols’s request for an extension of time in which to file

the appellant’s reply brief is granted to December 1, 2015. After that date, only two further

extensions totaling 104 additional days will be granted. Counsel is ordered to inform her assisting

attorney or entity of this schedule, and to take all steps necessary to meet it.

An application to file an overlength brief must be served and filed no later than 60 days before the

anticipated filing date. (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.631(d)(1)(A)(ii) & (B)(ii).)

S146939 PEOPLE v. CAPERS (LEE
SAMUEL)

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy Attorney General Donald W. Ostertag’s

representation that the respondent’s brief is anticipated to be filed by April 6, 2016, counsel’s

request for an extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to December 4, 2015. After

that date, only two further extensions totaling about 123 additional days are contemplated.

An application to file an overlength brief must be served and filed no later than 60 days before the

anticipated filing date. (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.631(d)(1)(A)(ii) & (B)(ii).)

S152556 PEOPLE v. OROZCO (JOSE
LUIS)

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Tara K. Hoveland’s representation that the

appellant’s reply brief is anticipated to be filed by December 3, 2015, counsel’s request for an

extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to December 3, 2015. After that date, no

further extension is contemplated.
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S$165894 PEOPLE v. PENUELAS
(JESUS GUADALUPE
VELAZQUEZ)

Extension of time granted

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file

appellant’s opening brief is extended to December 7, 2015.

S166737 PEOPLE v. FLORES (RALPH
STEVEN)

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel John L. Dodd’s representation that the appellant’s

opening brief is anticipated to be filed by February 13, 2016, counsel’s request for an extension of

time in which to file that brief is granted to November 30, 2015. After that date, only two further

extensions totaling about 77 additional days are contemplated.

An application to file an overlength brief must be served and filed no later than 60 days before the

anticipated filing date. (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.631(d)(2)(A)(ii) & (B)(ii).)

S167010 PEOPLE v. ARIAS
(LORENZO INEZ) &
MENDOZA (LUIS ALONZO)

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Michael S. Magnuson’s representation that Luis

A. Mendoza’s opening brief is anticipated to be filed by August 1, 2016, counsel’s request for an

extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to December 1, 2015. After that date, only

four further extensions totaling about 243 additional days are contemplated.

An application to file an overlength brief must be served and filed no later than 60 days before the

anticipated filing date. (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.631(d)(1)(A)(ii) & (B)(ii).)

S167010 PEOPLE v. ARIAS
(LORENZO INEZ) &
MENDOZA (LUIS ALONZO)

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon Senior Deputy State Public Defender Alison Bernstein’s

representation that Lorenzo Inez Arias’s opening brief is anticipated to be filed by August 21,

2016, counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to

December 1, 2015. After that date, only five further extensions totaling about 264 additional days

are contemplated.

An application to file an overlength brief must be served and filed no later than 60 days before the

anticipated filing date. (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.631(d)(1)(A)(ii) & (B)(ii).)
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S172432 PEOPLE v. CHEATHAM
(STEVEN DEWAYNE)

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Conrad Petermann’s representation that the

appellant’s opening brief is anticipated to be filed by March 15, 2016, counsel’s request for an

extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to December 1, 2015. After that date, only

two further extensions totaling about 104 additional days are contemplated.

An application to file an overlength brief must be served and filed no later than 60 days before the

anticipated filing date. (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.631(d)(1)(A)(ii) & (B)(ii).)

S174227 PEOPLE v. GUERRERO
(JOSE)

Extension of time granted

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file

appellant’s opening brief is extended to December 7, 2015.

S175720 PEOPLE v. MARTINEZ
(CARLOYS)

Extension of time granted

The application of appellant for relief from default for the failure to timely file appellant’s request

for extension of time is granted.

Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Kathy Moreno’s representation that the

appellant’s opening brief is anticipated to be filed by January 19, 2016, counsel’s request for an

extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to November 19, 2015. After that date, only

one further extensions totaling about 60 additional days is contemplated.

An application to file an overlength brief must be served and filed no later than 60 days before the

anticipated filing date. (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.631(d)(1)(A)(ii) & (B)(ii).)

S180112 PEOPLE v. DANIELS, JR.,
(JACKSON CHAMBERYS)

Extension of time granted

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file

appellant’s opening brief is extended to December 7, 2015.

S184521 PEOPLE v. DUNN (AARON
NORMAN)

Extension of time granted

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file

appellant’s opening brief is extended to December 1, 2015.
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S185221 PEOPLE v. LEWIS (TRAVIS
JEREMY)

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Tara K. Hoveland’s representation that the

appellant’s opening brief is anticipated to be filed by June 23, 2016, counsel’s request for an

extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to December 4, 2015. After that date, only

four further extensions totaling about 201 additional days are contemplated.

An application to file an overlength brief must be served and filed no later than 60 days before the

anticipated filing date. (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.631(d)(1)(A)(ii) & (B)(ii).)

S195828 PEOPLE v. VILLA
(RICARDO)

Extension of time granted

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file

appellant’s opening brief is extended to November 30, 2015.

S221247 DELGADO (ANTHONY
GILBERT) ON H.C.

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy Attorney General Tia M. Coronado’s

representation that the informal response to the petition for writ of habeas corpus is anticipated to

be filed by February 2, 2016, counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file that

document is granted to December 4, 2015. After that date, only one further extension totaling

about 60 additional days is contemplated.

S221958 E054056 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 2 PEOPLE v. CANIZALES
(MICHAEL RAFAEL)

Extension of time granted

On application of appellant - Michael Canizales and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the

time to serve and file the reply brief on the merits is extended to November 4, 2015.

S224472 A143195 First Appellate District, Div. 3 DHILLON (JATINDER) v.
JOHN MUIR HEALTH

Extension of time granted

On application of Sharp Healthcare and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve

and file the application for permission to file amicus curiae brief is extended to November 2,

2015.
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S226291 HARRIS (KAI) ON H.C.
Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy Attorney General Dana M. Ali’s representation
that the informal response to the petition for writ of habeas corpus is anticipated to be filed by
February 10, 2016, counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file that document is
granted to December 7, 2015. After that date, only one further extension totaling about 66
additional days is contemplated.

S226753 A137680 First Appellate District, Div. 2 CALIFORNIA BUILDING
INDUSTRY ASSOCIATION v.
STATE WATER RESOURCES
CONTROL BOARD

Extension of time granted

On application of respondent and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file

the answer brief on the merits is extended to November 20, 2015.

S227136 CHAVEZ (ADRIAN) ON H.C.
Extension of time granted

On application of respondent and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file
the informal response is extended to November 4, 2015.

S227243 F068526/F068676 Fifth Appellate District GERAWAN FARMING, INC.
v. AGRICULTURAL LABOR
RELATIONS BOARD
(UNITED FARM WORKERS
OF AMERICA)

Extension of time granted

On application of real party in interest and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to

serve and file the opening brief on the merits is extended to November 17, 2015.

S227632 GRADILLAS (LILLIAN) v.
LINCOLN GENERAL
INSURANCE COMPANY

Extension of time granted

On application of respondents and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and

file the answer brief on the merits is extended to November 16, 2015.
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S229002 B256218 Second Appellate District, Div. 1 LINDQUIST (BRIAN) v.
ARTHUR L. HERMAN
FAMILY, LLC

Extension of time denied

The application of appellant for an extension of time to file the reply to answer to petition for

review is hereby denied.

S229015 RUBIO (GILBERT RAUL) ON
H.C.

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Tita Nguyen’s representation that the informal

response to the petition for writ of habeas corpus is anticipated to be filed by May 16, 2016,

counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file that document is granted to

December 1, 2015. After that date, only three further extensions totaling about 166 additional

days are contemplated.

S229132 C075812 Third Appellate District PETALUMA, CITY OF v.
COHEN (MICHAEL)

Extension of time granted

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file

the reply to answer to petition for review is extended to October 30, 2015.

S089609 PEOPLE v. DELGADO
(ANTHONY GILBERT)
Order filed
Appellant’s “Application for Permission to File Supplemental Opening Brief,” filed on
September 30, 2015, is granted. The Clerk is directed to file the “Appellant’s Supplemental
Opening Brief,” received on September 30, 2015. Because this is not a supplemental brief
authorized by rules 8.630(d) and 8.520(d) of the California Rules of Court, appellant’s
“Application for Permission to File Overlength Supplemental Opening Brief,” filed on
September 30, 2015, is denied as unnecessary.
Respondent is directed to serve and file a supplemental respondent’s brief no later than 30 days
from the date of this order. Any appellant’s supplemental reply brief must be served and filed no
later than 30 days after the date respondent’s supplemental brief is filed.
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S228248 GUEVARA (RICHARD
FIDEL) v. S.C. (PEOPLE)

Transferred to Court of Appeal, Second Appellate District

The above-entitled matter is transferred to the Court of Appeal, Second Appellate District, for

consideration in light of Hagan v. Superior Court (1962) 57 Cal.2d 767. In the event the Court of

Appeal determines that this petition is substantially identical to a prior petition, the repetitious

petition must be denied.

S228274 ASKINS (CURTIS) v. S.C.
(PEOPLE)

Transferred to Court of Appeal, Second Appellate District

The above-entitled matter is transferred to the Court of Appeal, Second Appellate District, for

consideration in light of Hagan v. Superior Court (1962) 57 Cal.2d 767. In the event the Court of

Appeal determines that this petition is substantially identical to a prior petition, the repetitious

petition must be denied.



